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constituents in Massachusetts, as well 
as to many of my colleagues in the 
Northeast, where bridges are signifi-
cantly older than in most other parts 
of the country. 

In addition, there would be $266 bil-
lion in lost time and extra fuel burnt 
by auto drivers stuck in traffic because 
of bridge work. But traffic safety is not 
about statistics or abstractions. The 
damage done by motor vehicle acci-
dents has a very human face. For me, 
that face most recently in the face of 
Linda Russell. Linda is a nursing su-
pervisor at the University of Massachu-
setts Hospital in Worcester. She was 
badly injured when her car collided 
with a tractor trailer. As a result of 
the collision, Ms. Russell’s right foot 
was almost completely severed, and she 
will be confined to a wheelchair for the 
rest of her life. 

She wrote me in June of 1998 urging 
me to ask the Department of Transpor-
tation to accelerate the issuance of a 
final rule requiring tractor trailer 
trucks to be equipped with reflective 
tape. 
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A number of my colleagues have 
asked me why I introduced House con-
current resolution 306 when there are 
already Federal restrictions in place. 
The answer is that I have worked in 
Washington long enough to know that 
the status quo is only the status quo. If 
one feels passionately about an issue, 
one needs to be proactive. The smallest 
changes add up incrementally. 

For example, in 1974, States were 
given the option to increase maximum 
truck weights on interstate highways 
from 72,000 to 80,000 pounds and to per-
mit operations of a twin 28-foot double 
trailer truck. Less than 10 years later 
in 1982, Congress forced every State to 
permit these bigger rigs. 

Mr. Speaker, I will just end by sim-
ply saying that I want to thank my 
colleagues for standing with me in sup-
porting this legislation, and I urge the 
next Congress to take this issue up 
early on next year when we reconvene. 

f 

MISSED OPPORTUNITIES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. GOSS) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, earlier 
today, during morning business, I made 
some comments about missed opportu-
nities of our foreign policy and how, as 
we look back over these past 8 years 
and judge whether we are better off or 
worse off here in the United States of 
America, it is good to take a look at 
the foreign policy situation, because, 
in fact, the world is a more dangerous 
place, and we are, in fact, more vulner-
able and more threatened as a result of 
8 years of a Clinton-Gore administra-
tion. 

When we look into why that is the 
case, what caused this to happen, we 
find a foreign policy that has really 
been characterized by photo opportuni-
ties on the one hand and lack of con-
sistent attention on the other hand, 
and it has not served us as well as it 
might, and we have missed important 
opportunities at a time when the world 
is waiting for the world’s dominant 
power to show clear vision and signs of 
leadership for the next century ahead. 

As we look at some of the hallmarks, 
trying to go back over these past 8 
years of the Clinton-Gore administra-
tion, we have found that betting on 
people rather than on institutions in 
an evolutionary process was a big prob-
lem. Putting our money on guys like 
Milosevic is a bad bet; and Milosevic 
was, in fact, the guy we put our money 
on in Dayton for a short-term gain in 
the Balkans. Unfortunately, it led to 
long-term trouble; and we are still not 
out of it there. And Milosevic, while he 
has now been finally removed by the 
people of his country in a more evolu-
tionary way, he nevertheless still is a 
factor, but more important, he is still 
a war criminal. We have dealt with 
Milosevic not as a war criminal in the 
Clinton-Gore administration, but as 
somebody who we can trust in negotia-
tions. That was a very poor choice. 

Aristide in Haiti, another poor 
choice; a man who is an authoritarian, 
no friend of the United States, and has 
receded Haiti from the democratic 
promise it showed in the early 1990s. 
By betting on Aristide, I think we have 
done that country no favor at all. 

Foday Sankoh in Sierra-Leone. Prob-
ably, CNN has shown the most grue-
some shots of butchery, of children 
going out and maiming children, 
drugged children going out and maim-
ing children, being used as instruments 
of war. This is a person the Clinton- 
Gore administration chose to try and 
do business with. When CNN pulled the 
cord on that and they showed Foday 
Sankoh for the brutal dictator and ter-
rorist that he is, the Clinton-Gore ad-
ministration retreated from that, and 
so far we have nothing to replace it. 

So when I talk about a hallmark of 
betting on the wrong guy, that has 
been one of the problems. Another has 
been appeasement. We have seen con-
tinuously wishful thinking that said, if 
we could just get these people to go 
along with us, we will be all right, and 
we will offer them carrots. Well, we 
have to remember that the wall came 
down in Berlin because we were dealing 
from strength. They had no place to go 
in the Soviet Union and the United 
States of America was on the side of 
right and we were on the side of 
strength and eventually we prevailed 
because of those things. 

Now we are going to North Korea and 
we are seeing extraordinary, extraor-
dinary and, I would say, amazing 
scenes of our Secretary of State basi-

cally recognizing a dictatorship that is 
has enslaved most of its people, includ-
ing its children. This is not just enslav-
ing them physically, this is mind con-
trol as well, because the indoctrination 
in North Korea is total. I have been 
there, and I have seen it. Here, for 
whatever reason, we are suddenly find-
ing our new best friend, the smiling 
Kim Jong Il. He is still the same old 
Kim Jong Il, he is not our best friend, 
he is a dangerous dictator, and it is a 
thoroughly Communist country. I do 
not understand why we are trying to do 
him a favor. 

As we go through and look beyond 
the appeasements that we could talk 
about in Russia and China, let me skip 
to some bad judgment, bad judgment 
such as we have seen in the Middle 
East by trying to do a good job, and I 
give the President credit for that, but 
by forcing the agenda so fast for what-
ever motivation that it broke the 
framework. That was not good judg-
ment; and we are seeing tragically to-
night, every night on television, scenes 
of what happens when one forces a situ-
ation beyond its evolutionary capa-
bility to deal with it. 

We have seen in Iraq apparent, 
Desert Fox. We bombed the heck out of 
them, and what happens? We end up 
winning a very short-term gain and 
losing our window into Iraq. We do not 
truly understand what is going on 
there now. We have lost our eyes and 
ears, Iraq is evermore dangerous and is 
now reasserting itself as a leader in the 
Arab world, as an evermore dangerous 
enemy of the United States with great-
er capabilities. We did not do what we 
needed to do there. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a subject that 
will continue on, because this is a sub-
ject that matters to America; and I 
will be talking more about this in ses-
sions to come. 

f 

ELIMINATION OF THE DEATH TAX 
WOULD BENEFIT ALL AMERICANS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. TANCREDO) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, for 
quite some time, we have been hearing 
from our friends on the other side of 
the aisle that Republican attempts to 
abolish the death tax is just a sop to 
the rich and that few ‘‘regular’’ folks 
would ever benefit from its elimi-
nation. 

I would like to bring to the attention 
of the House an article that appeared 
in The Denver Post this weekend enti-
tled ‘‘Death, Taxes end Rancher’s 
Dream.’’ The article describes the 
plight of the Laurence family who have 
for the last couple of generations been 
eking out a living from an 1,800 acre 
ranch in the Rocky Mountains of Colo-
rado. 

Merrill Laurence died 4 years ago and 
the family has been struggling ever 

VerDate Aug 04 2004 10:36 Jan 17, 2005 Jkt 079102 PO 00000 Frm 00068 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR00\H30OC0.002 H30OC0



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE25574 October 30, 2000 
since to keep the tax man at bay. They 
have run out of time and resources. 
Soon, the auctioneer’s gavel will fall; 
and the ranch will be sold to devel-
opers. November 11 will be the date 
that ends a 180-year history of the Lau-
rence family ranching heritage. This 
family will be moved off the land and 
homes will be built where the ranch 
now stands. 

But the proceeds from the sale will 
not accrue to the heirs. They do not 
want the sale. They will not receive 
very much at all of what comes from 
that sale. The money raised by this 
forced sale will go to satisfy the de-
mands of the IRS. 

I can assure my friends on the other 
side of the aisle that there are real peo-
ple out there who are affected by the 
death tax and who are far from ‘‘fat 
cats,’’ that phrase that we so often 
hear them employ when attempting to 
foster class hatred in this country. 
These people and hundreds of thou-
sands, millions others like them all 
over the United States are regular, 
hard-working tax-paying families who, 
in fact, have made only a couple of 
mistakes in their lifetime. Like Mr. 
Laurence, many of them work too 
hard, accumulated too much, according 
to, again, people on the other side of 
the aisle who keep talking about the 
death tax as something that so few 
people would get and so few people de-
serve the elimination of the death tax. 

Mr. Speaker, the fact is that there 
are lots of people who actually are, as 
I say, hard working, and they are not 
the top 1 percent, as we have often 
been told, of this Nation’s income-earn-
ers who would benefit by the elimi-
nation of this death tax. They are peo-
ple like Mr. Laurence who, as I say, he 
made a few mistakes. He worked too 
hard. He died before a new President 
could take office. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope that we will soon 
be able to reintroduce this idea, the 
elimination of the death tax, and we 
will soon pass it; again, this will be the 
third time, and it will be signed by the 
next President of the United States, 
because it is a tax that needs to be 
eliminated, it is an unfair, unjust tax 
that people like the Laurences of Colo-
rado are now being forced to pay and, 
as a result, being forced to sell their 
own heritage. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM STAFF AS-
SISTANT TO THE HONORABLE 
JAMES A. LEACH, MEMBER OF 
CONGRESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-

fore the House the following commu-
nication from Ginny Burrus, staff as-
sistant to the Honorable JAMES A. 
LEACH, Member of Congress: 

OCTOBER 26, 2000. 
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to formally no-
tify you, pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules 

of the House of Representatives, that I have 
been served with a subpoena for testimony 
issued by the District Court for Iowa, John-
son County. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that it is 
consistent with the precedents and privileges 
of the House to comply with the subpoena. 

Sincerely, 
GINNY BURRUS, 

Staff Assistant. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM DISTRICT 
SCHEDULER TO THE HONORABLE 
JAMES A. LEACH, MEMBER OF 
CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from Jill Rohret, district 
scheduler to the Honorable JAMES A. 
LEACH, Member of Congress: 

OCTOBER 26, 2000. 
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to formally no-
tify you, pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules 
of the House of Representatives, that I have 
been served with a subpoena for testimony 
issued by the District Court for Iowa, John-
son County. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that it is 
consistent with the precedents and privileges 
of the House to comply with the subpoena. 

Sincerely, 
JILL ROHRET, 
District Scheduler. 

f 

PLEA TO RUSSIAN GOVERNMENT 
FOR THE RELEASE OF EDMOND 
POPE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. WALDEN) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to bring to the atten-
tion of the Russian government an 
irony that I believe perfectly illus-
trates why Edmond Pope, an American 
businessman, held captive for 211 days, 
should be released. 

Since his arrest in April on charges 
of espionage, Ed Pope has been held in 
a Russian prison thousands of miles 
away from his family. He has been de-
nied regular contact with his loved 
ones, including his ailing parents 
whose home is in the district I rep-
resent. He has been held in utterly un-
civilized conditions, and, most dis-
tressing of all, Mr. Speaker, Mr. Pope 
has been denied access to the special-
ized medical treatment that is needed 
to detect a recurrence of the rare form 
of bone cancer that he once battled. 

Last Friday, Mr. Speaker, while Ed 
Pope was sitting in his bare prison cell 
in Moscow, this House passed a bill 
granting U.S. residency to a Russian 
citizen named Marina Khalina and her 
son, Alec Miftakhov. Marina and Alec 
live in Portland, Oregon, a mere 250 
miles from the parents of a man who is 
being unjustly held in their native 

country. Mr. Speaker, 250 miles from 
Roy Pope, who has terminal cancer, a 
condition that is made even more un-
bearable by the knowledge that he may 
not live to see his son, Ed, returned 
home. 

My comments should not be taken as 
any criticism about the Russians who 
have become our latest citizens in 
Portland. They are not intended that 
way at all. You see, Marina came to 
this country in search of medical treat-
ment for her son. The assistance she 
has received from Oregonians in retain-
ing that treatment for Alec is one of 
the most transparently generous acts 
of humanity I have ever witnessed, and 
it is incredibly important that it be 
carried out. 

Diagnosed with cerebral palsy at age 
6 months, Alec’s leg muscles and ten-
dons were so contracted that he could 
not walk. Without the social services 
or rights that the disabled are afforded 
in this country, Alec could not go to 
school in Russia. His desperate mother 
could not even obtain a wheelchair for 
her son and carried him in her arms for 
7 years. 

Thirteen years ago, she met a vis-
iting physician from Salem, Oregon 
who contacted Shriners Hospitals for 
Children in Portland. In October of 
1989, Marina and her son entered the 
United States as visitors for the first of 
6 operations that Alec would undergo. 
As he underwent more surgery and re-
habilitation, the Immigration and Nat-
uralization Service in Portland granted 
extensions, allowing Marina and her 
son to remain in the U.S. Forcing Alec 
to return to Russia where Ed Pope 
spends his days peering through steel 
bars would have halted medical 
progress and consigned him to a life ut-
terly devoid of hope. Thanks to the 
outpouring of assistance he received in 
this country, Alec has been spared that 
terrible fate. But while Alec receives 
medical attention in the United States 
courtesy of the goodwill of the Amer-
ican people and those of my State, the 
Russian government systematically re-
fuses to grant Ed Pope access to the 
medical care that could save his life. 
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Since the bill granting Marina and 
Alec residency status was introduced, 
she has worked in Gresham, Oregon, 
where she coordinates care for elderly 
and disabled clients. Alec has earned 
his high school equivalency degree and 
hopes to study Web design. Needless to 
say, the future looks considerably 
brighter for them in this country 
thanks to the compassion we have 
shown in this Congress and that shown 
by the people of Oregon. 

Following passage of the bill grant-
ing her a new life in this country, Ma-
rina said, ‘‘For us, this is freedom.’’ 
And indeed it is, Mr. Speaker. It is 
freedom that is being denied to Ed 
Pope as he sits before a Russian judge 
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